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threatens. . . . Mr. Steuart advances no claim on con-
tract ; he rests his whole demand on a right to the negro
as slave, and mentions the purpose of detainure to be
. the sending of him over to be sold in Jamaica. If the
parties will have judgment, 'fiat justitia, mat coelum *;
let justice be done whatever be the consequence.'*
Lord Mansfield then went on to say that Mr. Steuart
might end the question by discharging or giving
freedom to the slave. He also suggested that if
the merchants thought the question of great com-
mercial concern, they could make an application to
Parliament, which he thought was the best and per-
haps the only method of settling the point for the
future. He concluded by saying that he thought
the matter should stand over, and if the Court was
called on for a decision proper notice would be
given.
In the result, judgment was delivered in this case
on June 22, 1772, five weeks after the commence-
ment of the case ; the judgment reads, inter alia^
as follows :
" We are so well agreed that we think there is no occa-
sion of having it argued (as I intimated an intention at
first), before all the judges, as is usual, for obvious reasons,
on a return to a Habeas Corpus. The only question
before us is, whether the cause on the return is sufficient ?
If it is, the negro must be remanded ; if it is not, he must
be discharged. Accordingly, the return states, that the
slave departed and refused to serve ; whereupon he was
kept to be sold abroad. So high an act of dominion